UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 97-1420

LEBON BRUCE WALKER, a/k/a Larry Gene Platt;
PATRICIA ANNETTE LEE-WALKER, a/k/a Angie
Platt,

Plaintiffs - Appellants,

ver sus

PERRY LONDQN, individually and official capac-
ity as a Bail Bondsman; LONDON BAI L BONDI NG
| NTERNATI ONAL FI DELI TY COVPANY, London Bondi ng
Agency, Incorporated, and/or Entity, et al;
DENNI S COX, individually and in his official
capacity as a Bailman and Bounty Hunter, an
agent of London Bail Bonding International
Fidelity Conpany, London Bonding Agency,
| ncorporated, and/or Equity, et al; DENNIS
COX, individually and in his official capacity
as a Private Detective, Private Investigator,
Agent and Omer of Harford Bureau of Investi-
gation & Process, Ltd., and/or Entity, et al;
HARFORD BUREAU COF | NVESTI GATI ONS COVPANY, Har -
ford Bureau of Investigations & Process, Ltd.,
and/or Entity, et al; DENNIS COX, individually
and in his official capacity as an Agent
and/or Repo O ficer for Toyota Mtor Credit
Conmpany, Toyota Mdttor Credit Corporation,
and/or Entity, et al; TOYOTA MOTOR CREDI T COV
PANY, TOYOTA MOTOR CREDI T CORPORATI ON, AND/ OR
ENTI TY,

Def endants - Appel | ees.



Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Greenbelt. Deborah K. Chasanow, District Judge. (CA-
95- 1629- DKC)

Submtted: June 9, 1998 Deci ded: June 24, 1998

Before LUTTIG and MOTZ, Gircuit Judges, and PHI LLIPS, Senior
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

LeBon Bruce Wal ker, Patricia Annette Lee-Wal ker, Appellants Pro Se.
Davi d Eugene Furrer, |. Steven Seigel, John Andrew Schruefer, Jr.,
SElI GEL, TULLY & FURRER, Bal ti nore, Maryl and; Francis Joseph Gorman,
GORVAN & WLLIAMS, Baltinore, Maryland; Mchael N Russo, Jr.,
FERGUSON, SCHETELICH & HEFFERNAN, P.A., Baltinore, Maryland, for

Appel | ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

LeBon WAl ker and Patricia Lee-Wal ker appeal fromthe district
court’s orders denying relief on their civil rights conplaint. W
have reviewed the record and the district court’s opinions and find
no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoni ng of the

district court. Walker v. London, No. CA-95-1629-DKC (D. M. Feb.

1, 1996 and Feb. 21, 1997). W dispense with oral argunent because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the na-
terials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the deci sional

process.

AFFI RVED



